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PART I
INTRODUCTION
Agriculture has been characterized by many changes within the last fifty years.

Fifty years ago, a farm was in a sep-

arate world with infrequent communication with the outside.
technology of communication has changed all this.

The

Rural free

delivery of mail, automobiles and improved highways, telephones,
radios, television sets, and other devices keep farmers in better touch with main events than many city people.
The primary reasons for the availability of new technology are research and experimentation.
heavily government supported.

Agricultural research is

Many acts and programs have been

fostered to aid the farmer in his efforts to make a living.

As

agriculture changes new programs are fostered to meet these
changes.
With greater output realized through technology it is imperative that a large number of farm people be displaced from the
farms to seek employment elsewhere.

Our new types of machinery

take the place of a large number of laborers on the farm today.
In Texas the farm population constitutes only 11 percent of the
total population.
Also today, successful farming demands an abundant measure of knowledge and skill.

A farmer must be a good businessman

as well as a scientific producer.

1

Successful farming necessitates

2

wise use of credit, proper marketing knowledge and farm management demands, as well as better 'know how' in the area of technical sciences.
The farmer should continue to look for changes in agriculture, and be prepared to adjust himself to these changes because greater efficiency will be needed in the future in order
to survive.

Keeping abreast with these changing times will give

more secure living standards, and a degree of personal satisfaction, and thereby aid good citizenry.
Statement of Problem
The purpose of this study is to determine the present
economic status of farmers and part-time farmers in Bastrop
County, Texas.

This involves the following problems: (1) To de-

termine the general living standards of farmers in the county,
(2) to show the general trend of agriculture in the county, (3)
to show some underlying causes of the trends in agriculture in
the county, and (4) to present some correlations between the
standards of living and economic activities of farmers and parttime farmers in the county.
Sources of Data and Method of Study
The necessary data for this study was acquired from the
following sources:
1. Personal interviews with individual farmers and parttime farmers in Bastrop County.
2. Negro County Agricultural Agent of Bastrop County.

3. The Texas Almanac, 1958-1959.

3

4. Tax Collector of the county.

5. Bastrop County Agricultural Stabilization Conservation Reports.

6. Textbooks, periodicals, pamphlets, newspapers, magazines, and other available literature related to agricultural
economics.
In making the personal interviews, the writer used the
block sample procedure for collecting data.

A map of the county

was used to locate the areas in which particular systems of farming existed.

After these areas had been determined complete cov-

erage of a representative section within the large areas was
made.

It was a sample of a small area having similar conditions

as the block selected.

There were fifteen areas studied within

the county.
Need for the Study
With rapidly changing agriculture the farmer has to constantly adjust himself to keep abreast with the changing times.
New avenues for livelihood have to be sought as modern technology
increases, or economics will pressure the inefficient farmer out
of the business.

New approaches to management are also demanded

if the farmer is to remain in business.
This study will concern itself with how well the farmer
and part-time farmer in Bastrop County have fared under these
changing times, and to seek out the future perspective of them.
Scope
The scope of this research is limited to the geographical area of Bastrop County, Texas.

The individuals studied carry

4
on some type of farming either on a part-time or full time basis.

Total number of farmers surveyed was 61.
Definition of Terms
Included in this study are professional terms which are

used by educators and professional people in the field of agriculture.

To clarify the meaning of these terms as they are used

here, the following definitions are hereby listed:
Farm owner.-- A farm owner is a person who holds property
in fee simple.

The "fee simple 11 means that the owner may dispose

of his property at will, and within wide limits, he may use it
as he desires.
Part-owner.-- A part-ownership arrangement exists when a
farmer owns part of the land he operates and rents additional
land.
Farm laborer.-- A farm laborer is a person who performs
some manual work for a stipulated wage.
to possession.

A laborer has no right

Although the laborer has no rights in land, his

welfare is affected by the type of land tenure under which he
must work.

This is true because wages are determined by produc-

tivity, and productivity may be, and usually is affected by the
condition under which land is held and operated.
Farm tenant.-- A farm tenant is a person or agency that
acquires the use of property from an owner.
ants are less than those of a full owner.

The rights of tenWhereas, the full

owner has the right to make use of his farm as he sees fit, the
tenant has no such rights to use the land he rents.

He must ab-

stain from abusing the land or wasting its properties.

5
Farm.-- A farm is a piece of land held under lease for
cultivation, or it may be a tract of land devoted to agricultural purposes.
buildings. 1

It may usually include a dwelling and farm

Study.-- An act or process of acquiring by one's own efforts and knowledge.
Economics.-- The art of regulating receipts and expenditures; also avoiding waste.
Farmstead.-- The farmstead is the area occupied by the
farm home, farm buildings, lawn, garden and orchards.
Cropper.-- A cropper is essentially a farm laborer since
he is not legally a tenant.

He does not have any property rights

to land, livestock or equipment.

The only difference between a

laborer and a cropper is that a laborer receives a stipulated
salary, or a combination of salary, and percentage of the profits.
Manager.-- A manager is a person who operates a farm for
others.

He has, as the laborer and cropper, no legal rights to

land, equipment or buildings.

He manages the farm for a stipu-

lated salary, or a combination of salary and percentage of the
profits.
Land tenure~-- Land tenure includes all of the relationships growing out of the use of land.

Thus, it has to do with

the rights in land, varying from outright public ownership, under
which individuals hold no rights except those reserved for itself,

1

York:

G. W. Forster, Elements of Agricultural Economics, (New
Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1950), pp. 180-182.

6

those limited, but important rights--the right to tax, the
right to produce, and the right to acquire for public use. The
rights of private owners on the other hand, are exceedingly
broad, encompassing as they do, all those not specifically reserved by society.
General farming.-- Farms are classified as "general"
when the value of products from any one source does not represent as much as 50 per cent of the total value of all products.
The family farm.-- A family farm is one which provides
the main source of income for the farm family, or which the farm
operator (owner or tenant) or members of his family make most
decisions, participate regularly in farm work, and normally supply a substantial part of the labor needed to operate the farm.
Related Studies
Jewel Sadberry made a study entitled,

11

A Study of the

Economic Status of Fifty Negro Farmers of Waller County, Texas,"

1949.

The purpose of the study was to investigate the forces

influencing and determining the economic status of Negro farmers
in Waller County, Texas.

It was made to find out what types of

farming are being carried on and what is raised on the farm; and
to estimate the extent of farming operations among Negroes in the
communities studied.
His findings were:

(1) The average capital invested in

the farms used for his study was $4,913.90; (2) the average receipts from the farms was $1,435.46; (3) the total net worth for
the fifty farmers was $30,000.00; (4) of the farmers studied only
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four were keeping records; (5) two farmers were buying farms
through the Farm Security Administration. 1
Emiel W. Owens made a study entitled, "Survey of the
Economic Status of Fifty Negro Farmers in Leon County, Texas,"
1948.

The purpose of his study was to determine some of the in-

ternal forces influencing the economic status of the farmer in
this area and to give profitable solutions to discovered problems.
His findings were: (1) The total acreage in Leon County,
Texas was too small for the fifty Negro farmers to operate. The
total crop acreage could not adequately support the average of
five members in the family. (2) The farming outlay was not large
enough to adequately use labor saving machinery.2
Booker T. Hill made a study entitled, "An Economic Study
of the Farming Systems of Fifty Farmers of Rusk County, Texas,"
1956.

The purpose of his study was to get firsthand information

on the farming systems of Rusk County, and to determine if there
had been changes in their systems.
His findings were: (1) Farmers in Rusk County, Texas have
begun switching from cotton to vegetable production.

In 1930,

there were 163,142 acres of cotton planted and in 1950, only
31,387 acres.

On the other hand, in 1930, there were 456 acres

of vegetables planted, and in 1950, there were 3,987 acres.3
1 Jewel Sadberry, A Study of the Economic Status of Fifty
Negro Farmers of Waller County, Texas. (Unpublished Master's
thesis, Prairie View A&M College, Prairie View, Texas, 1948).
2Emiel W. Owens, A Survey of the Economic Status of Fifty
Negro Farmers in Leon County, Texas. (Unpublished Master's thesis,
Prairie View A&M College, Prairie View, Texas, 1948.)
3Booker T. Hill, An Economic Study of the Farming Systems
of Fifty Farmers in Rusk County, Texas. (Unpublished Master's
thesis, Prairie View A&M College, Prairie View, Texas, 1956).

PART II
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND AND DESCRIPTION OF COUNTY
Bastrop County is an older settled county of South Central Texas, on rolling plain bisected by the pictureque Colorado
River.

It was created in 1836, and organized in 1838 as an orig-

inal county.

Named for Baron de Bastrop, who aided Stephen F.

Austin in establishing his colony.

Corcheron, Wilbarger, Brooks,

Fehr, Governor Sayers and older homes are in Bastrop; the state's
oldest drug store and newspaper is also there.

General Edward

Burleson, J. T. Hardeman and other old homes are in the county.
Tonkawas Camp Ground site is near Smithville.

The Old San Antonio

Road (Camino Real) passes through Bastrop.
The population of Bastrop County in 1950 was 19,622; forty
nine per cent urban, 20 per cent non-farm rural, and 30.5 per cent
farm rural;

54 per cent Anglo-American, nine and six tenths per

cent Latin American, and 32 per cent Negro.

The altitude ranges

from 300 to 600 feet above sea level.
The county has rich soils in bottoms, sand to loams, black
clays, sands in prairies and uplands.

The trees grown there are

cedar, pine, hickory, elm, oaks, walnut with commercial pine and
cedar.

Oil production in 1956, was 264,697 barrels.

In central

and southeast parts is an isolated pine forest, farther west is
the southern native pine, known as the lost pines, now largely
in the Bastrop and Buescher State Parks, which was originally
bequeathed to the city by Baron de Bastrop

8
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The varied soils produce diversified crops--cotton, oats,
sweet potatoes, peanuts, melons, tomatoes and other truck crops.
The growing season is 264 days annually.

There has been a drift

toward livestock raising, dairying and poultry in recent years,
stimulated by growth of the Austin market and recent military ins tall a tions.
Area of county in miles

885 square miles

Population per square mile

22.2

Urban population

9,723

Rural population

9,899

Number of farms (1954)

1,667
275.81

Average farm acreage

Bastrop, with a 3,800 population (1957), is the county
seat.

It is situated on the pictureque Colorado River.

Bastrop

received tourist trade from Lost Pines and the Bastrop State
Parks.

Smithville,in the southeastern part of county has a popu-

lation of

4,ooo.

Its industries are manufacturers of furniture,

electrical fixtures, cedar fencing and fixtures.

Elgin, located

in the northern section of the county, has a large brick and tile
industry.

1
Dallas Morning News,T'exas Almanac, 1958-1959, (Dallas,
Texas: 19 59) , p. 527.

PART III

SOME FAMILY CHARACTERISTICS
This part is intended to focus some light on the social
aspects of the farm families in Bastrop County.

The questions

may be asked:

What are some of the main features of living of

farm people?

How does the content of their living, broadly con-

sidered, compare with that of urban people?

Usually we contrast

the differences between city and country, and neglect the similarities.

But the more significant single conclusion today

might not be in terms of the growing similarity between urban and
rural social conditions.

As the processes of "urbanization II of

rural areas go still further, the differences are likely to be
even fewer.

But certain differences will remain if only because

of the . combination of social and economic life that prevails in
farming.
A family on a farm is a basic social and economic unit in
a more striking sense than is a family in a city.

Farming has

often been termed "a way of life," and this expression underscores
the thought that more than the business of making money is envolved.
Family farming has been variously defined.
inition is this:

One brief def-

A family farm or ranch is one which provides

the main sources of income for the farm family on which the farm
operator (owner or tenant) and members of his family make most
10
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of the managerial decisions, participate regularly in farm work,
and normally supply a substantial part of the labor needed to
operate the farm. 1
Today, the family farm is very much a going concern, but
its relative place in the national scene is greatly reduced by
the growth of the urban economy.

Other institutions in the so-

cial structure will carry greater weight.

The family farm will

continue to make its contribution to the social fabric, but it
will be as a part of a greater whole.

In this great synthesis,

part-time and residential farming and country living will play
an integrating role.
The definition of the family farm given above set out
the essential interrelationships between the farm family and the
farm business.

The farm operator furnishes most of the manage-

ment, he and his family supply most of the labor, and he owns
part or all of the capital invested in the business.

Some of

the other differences between farm and city ways of life disappeared as barriers of distance and communication were eliminated.
The isolation that formerly affected farm life is of less consequence.

The family farm is now exposed to nearly the same pres-

sures that impinge upon the city family, and social interrelations that take place in a much wider sphere. 2
Of the 61 families interviewed in Bastrop County, Texas
there were an average of 5.2 members in each family with a range
from one (1) individual to 15. The largest number of families
fell in the size 2 group _as indicated in Figure 1.

1Ronald L. Mighell, American Agriculture, Its Structure
and Place in the Economy (New York: John Wiley & Sons, 1955),
p.

4o.

2 Ibid., p. 141.
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The average number of individuals in the families that
worked on the farms was 2.6.

Other members of the families

constituted under age children, disabled elderly people, fulltime employees in urban industries, and house wives.

The larg-

est number of farms had only two people working productively.
Twenty-four families were in this category. 1 This is indicative of mechanization replacing labor on the farms.

Mechani-

zation has also made it possible for part-time farmers to operate on a considerable scale.

A man employed by local industry

may cover a lot of territory with a tractor after completing an
eight-hour work day.
Educational Status
The formal education of those who live on farms lags
somewhat behind that of rural-nonfarm and urban groups.

But

more significant is the rapid progress that is made from decade
to decade.

According to Table 1, the portion of farm people of

Bastrop County, Texas, 20 to 34 years of age who had completed
elementary school, was 100 per cent;

those 35 to 50 years of

age, 70.5 per cent had completed elementary school; and those

50 years of age and over, 42 per cent had completed elementa ry
school.

The 20 to 34 years age group had a proportion of almost

two and one-half times those in the

50 years and over group.

This is indicative of the progress tha t farm people have made
toward education in Bastrop County, recently.

It should also

be noted that the largest per cent of no schooling was in the

14
50 years and over groups.
The ages of the operators ranged from 22 years to 77
years.

The majority of individuals in the above 50 years of

age group were full owners, and full-time operators.

Those be-

low the age of 50 -were inclined to be part-time and part owner
operators .
TABLE 1
PERCENTAGE OF FARMERS AND PART-TIME FARMERS AND
THEIR EDUCATIONAL STATUS, BASTROP COUNTY,
TEXAS BY SELECTED AGE GROUPS

Schooling Completed
Age

No Schooling

1st-3rd
Grade

Percent

Percent

20-34 years

0

35-50 years

5.9

Over 50 years

10.5

100

Elementary
School
Percent

High
School
Percent

College
Percent

100

11 . 8

70. 5

42

42

11.8
2.8

0
2.7

Homesteads and Dwellings
From the writer's observations, the homesteads of the
61 farm operators of Bastrop County, Texas seemed generally to
be of standard quality.

The d-welling units were of substantial

construction and ample space was provided for the members of the
families .

There were no visible undesirable conditions observed

in the homes and their surroundings .
According to Table 2, eighty-five per cent of the homes
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had electricity, 51 per cent had telephones, 20 per cent had
indoor toilets, 48 percent had televisions, 41 per cent had
gas, 31 per cent had running water, and 74 per cent had washing machines .
TABLE 2
NUMBER AND PER CENT OF HOMES HAVING MODERN
CONVENIENCES IN BASTROP COUNTY, TEXAS

Items Owned
Electricity
Gas
Running water
Telephone
Radio
Television
Washing machine
Indoor toilet
Miscellaneous

Number of Homes

Per Cent of Homes

52
25

85
41

19

31

31
25

29
45

51
41
48
74

12
9

18

20

Table 3 indicates the percentage of food the farmers in
Bastrop County consume that was domestically produced.

Five of

the operators produced no food which his family consumed; 21
produced

25

per cent of the food his family consumed; 10 pro-

duced 33 per cent of the food; 19 produced 50 per cent of the
food the family consumed ; 3 produced 75 per cent, and 90 per
cent of the family food consumption was produced by 2 operators .
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TABLE 3
PERCENTAGE OF FOOD CONSUMPTION PRODUCED BY THE
INDIVIDUAL FARM AND PART-TIME FARM OPERATORS,
BASTROP COUNTY, TEXAS, 1960

Number of
Operators

Per cent of
Operators

5

9

1
21

2

1
34
16
32
5
3

61

100

10
19
3
Total

Per cent of Food Consumption Produced
on Farm

0
10
25
33
50
75
90

Income is one measurement of the effectiveness of the
factors of production, land, labor, capital and management. Each
factor makes a contribution to total income.

Table 4 gives a

distribution of the farmer and part-time farmers by the money
income they received.

It was observed that the largest amount

of income was generally received by the part-time opera tors. Of
the 61 operators interviewed, 27 were part-time operators.

Of

these part-time operators, 4 received income in excess of $5000;
seven were in the $4oOO to $5000 group; 3 were in the $3000 to

$4ooo

bracket; 7 were in the $2000 to $3000 bracket; 6 were in

the $1000 to $2000 bracket, and none in the less than $1000
bracket.
In the full-time operator group, 2 received income in
excess of $5000; three were in the $4oOO to $5000 bra'cket; 2 in
the $3000 to $4000 bracket; 4 in the $2000 to $3000 bracket;

17
seven in the $1000 to $2000 bracket, and 16 in the less than
$1000 bracket.

TABLE 4
DISTRIBUTION OF FARMERS AND PART- TIME FARMERS BY
TOTAL MONEY INCOME, BASTROP COUNTY, TEXAS

Income Group
Under $1,000
$1 ,ooo to $1 ,999
$2 ,ooo to $2 ,999
$3,000 to $3 ,999
$4 ,ooo to $4 ,999
$5,ooo and over

Full-time
Operator
16
7

Part-time
Operator
0
6

4

7

2

3

3
2

7

4

PART IV
TENURE STATUS AND LAND USAGE
The tenure status in any area presents important implications.

Areas of high tenancy are usually unstable.

On the

other hand where there is a high degree of land ownership community stability and progress exist.

It has been observed that

people who own the land they live on take more pride in maintaining it, and contributing to the community well being than those
who do not own it.
The nature of land tenure can be well described as follows:
Land tenure includes all of the relationships growing out of the use of land. Thus, it has to do with the
rights in land, varying from outright public ownership,
under which individuals hold no rights except those reserved by society. In regards to the latter, society
has reserved for itself three limited but important
rights--the right to tax, the right to police, and the
right to acquire for public use. The rights of private
owners on the other hand, are exceedingly broad, encompassing as they do, all those not specifically reserved
by society. Generally speaking, they include the right
to use and to abuse, to buy and to sell, to bequeath and
to inherit, to subdivide and to enlarge, to mortgage and
to foreclose.
In addition to these basic reservations, the State
also retains a residual right called 11 escheat. 11 The
escheat is used to describe the process by which the
State takes over title to land that is no longer owned
by private parties. If an owner dies without heirs competent to inherit, and leaves no will disposing of his
land, the title to his property passes to the State
through the process of escheat.l
1

G. W. Forster, Op. cit., pp. 177-178.

18
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The length of occupancy on a given farm is important
from the viewpoint of production efficiency and also because
of its bearing on the life of the farm family .

The average

length of occupancy for farm and part-time farm operators in
different tenure groups in Bastrop County, Texas, gives some
impression of this factor .

The average periods represent the

average length of time these individuals have farmed, not necessarily on the same farm .
All operators

31 years

Full owners

31 years

Part owners

28 years

Tenants

34 years

Absentee ownership has been on the increase in Bastrop
County, Texas , since 1950 .
land was absentee owned.

In 1950, five per cent of the farm
Today absentee ownership of farm land

stands at 10 per cent of the total agricultural land in Bastrop
County . 1 This is indicated in Figure 1 . According to informed
sources, absentee ownership is still on the increase in the
county .

Twenty per cent of the operators were part owners; 11

per cent were tenants; and 59 per cent were owner operators.

1
Personal Interview with ciyde Reynolds, Tax Collector,
Bastrop County , Texas , January 5, 1960.

Fi c.,ure 2 •
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Land Usage
Land is our basic agricultural resource.

If it is cared

for and prepared properly it will be productive for us to live
on.

Someone has very beautifully said in describing the funda-

mental greatness of the land:
From the soil all things come; and into it all things
at last return; and yet it is always new and fresh and
clean, and always ready for new generations. This soft,
thin crust of the earth so infinitesimally thin that it
cannot be shown in proper scale on any globe or chart,
supports all the countless myriads of men and animals and
will yet support for other countless cycles. In view of
all this achievement, it is not strange that we do not
yet know the soil and understand it; and we are in mood
to be patient with our shortcomings.l
Various combinations of land usages are required to be
profitable in different areas of our nation.

The most profit-.

able combination for one year may not be profitable for the following year .

The expertness of the farmer in determining how

much a plant of a certain crop will be reflected in his income
from the respective crops at harvest time.
Table ,5 indicates that the largest amount of tillable
land of the 61 farmers in Bastrop County, Texas, is used for
permanent pasture for cattle.

Land used for this purpose is over

twice the amount used for crops.
Total acreage of tillable land in permanent pasture was

3,992 acres to 1,788 acres in crops.

Woodland not in pasture

amounted to 200 acres; woodland in pasture was 1,188.

The aver-

age acres in crops was 29.1; average tillable land in permanent

1 Wilson Gee, Social Economics of Agriculture, (New York:
The MacMillan Company, 1954), p. 159.
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pasture, 65.4; average woodland not in pasture, 3.2, and average woodland in pasture was 19.4.

TABLE 5
DISTRIBUTION OF LAND USAGE OF 61 FARMERS AND PARTTIME FARMERS IN BASTROP COUNTY, TEXAS, 1960

Item
Acres in crops
Tillable Land in Permanent
Pasture
Woodland not in Pasture
Woodland in Pasture
Total

Total

Average

1788

29.1

3992
200
1188

65.4
3.2
19.4

7168

117.1

.
According to the 61 farmers interviewed, the most important reason for the switch to cattle farming was government controls on cash crops.
loted basis.

Cotton and peanuts are produced on an al-

The amount of acres alloted for cash crops to the

large portion of the farmers is too small to be profitable. The
high fixed costs would not permit him to make profits on such
small scale operations.
fluence also.

The soil bank program has had its in-

Particularly, the submarginal and marginal farm-

ers have found it more profitable to put their land in the soil
bank and seek employment in local urban industries.

In the case

of the large efficient cash crop producer, the situation is reversed.
come.

Placing his land in the soil bank has lessened his inThe small acreage in cash crops means smaller total in-

come for him from crops.
switch to cattle.

In a large number of instances they
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Other reasons for the switch to the cattle industry are,
some farmers have reached the retirement age for cash crop production and decided to produce cattle and livestock only.

They

either remain in the rurals on their farms or move to the city.
More significant is that a substantial portion of them retain
ownership of the land after retirement.

Simple economics causes

some people to either place their land in cattle, or lease or
rent it to someone else and seek employment elsewhere . In this
day of increasing technology, some farmers lack the ability to
adjust themselves and make a living on the farm.

Having this

problem in mind, they will have to give up and seek employment
elsewhere.

In a great many instances they leave without sell-

ing their land .
ship also .

This adds to the percentage of absentee owner-

PART V
TYPES OF FARMING·
Farm types are usually classified on the basis of the
source of the farm income.
they are less desirable.

Other methods have been used, but
Farms on which 50 per cent or more of

the receipts are derived from one source, are classified under
the corresponding type.

For example, a farm on which 50 per

cent or more of the receipts are from poultry products, would be
considered a poultry farm; one yielding 50 per cent or more of
its income from dairy and dairy products would be classed as a
dairy farm; and 50 per cent or more of the receipts are from
fruit, a fruit farm.

In each case, the main source of income

comprising 5o per cent or more of the total, is the predominating influence in the management of the farm.

It is logical,

therefore, that the farm type should be named according to that
source. 1
The farm type is largely determined by physical and economic factors not under the control of the individual, such as
climate, soils, topography, marketing and labor costs. A number
of minor factors will frequently, to a certain extent, determine
the type for an individual, but not on an extensive scale in any
one community.

Some minor factors that determine the type are

1
Frank App and Allen G. Waller, Farm Economics, Management Distribution, (New York: J.B. Lippincott Co, 1938), p. 193.
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capital, type of labor supply and demand, risks and competition,
insect pest, plant diseases, land values, changes of price, environment and personal dislikes, together with the ability and
training of the individual.
The principal farm types of the 61 farmers and part-time
farmers in Bastrop County, Texas, are shown in Table 6.
TABLE 6
CLASSIFICATION OF FARM TYPES IN BASTROP COUNTY,
1960 BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME*
Chief Source of
Income
Cattle
Cotton
Truck
Crop Specialty
General
Swine
Livestock general
All Types

Number of
Farms

25

Per cent of
Farms

41

4

6.5

5

8.2

3

4. 9

6

9.9
8.2
21. 3

5
13
61

100

*At least 50 per cent of the income was derived from the
given source.
Table 6 indicates that 25 farmers were primarily livestock producers, cotton producers 4, truck farmers 5, crop specialty 3. These 3 farmer_s were syrup producers, general 6,
swine

5, and livestock specialty 13.

The ordinary farmer is largely guided by his preference,
which has been by his past experience with different crops. Occasionally an individual has particular qualifications for the
production of some individual crop which makes it advisable that
he follow his personal preference.
rare.

Such instances, however, are

PART VI
CAPITAL INVESTMENT
When we narrow our realm of inquiry to organizing or reorganizing a farm business for one specific farmer, the farm to
be operated for the purpose of producing a living, through pro-

duction largely for sale, how do we begin?
grow?
rates?
ford?

What seed does he use?
What size and is best?

What crops does he

How does he determine production
What other machines can be af-

What livestock should he keep?
The problem is not too difficult if one selects the im-

portant fixed factor or set of fixed factors and then considers
the other variables in the order of their fixity and in the order of their income producing capacities.

Financial resources

and personal capacities,wants and preferences, and land and climate tend to be the important fixed factors around which farm
businesses are organized.

One starts organizing or reorganiz-

ing a farm by appraising the characteristics of the fixed factors or conditions which one faces. 1
The amount of capital needed for farm operations is increasing each year.

This is due to any number of causes, some

of which are indirectly innuenced by others.

The increase in

the use of machinery calls for a large investment in the

1
Lawrence A. Bradford and Glenn L. Johnson, Farm Management Analysis, (New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1953), p. 76.
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equipment itself and supplementary equipment to replace man
and horse labor.

A generation ago, when many of the crops were

raised largely by hand labor with the use of small implements
and machines, the investment in equipment on the farm was small.
As the cost of manual labor increased, and machines were invented to replace farm labor, the investment became larger. The
addition of the tractor and truck for motor power in recent
years is increasing this tendency toward a larger investment. As
more labor saving machinery is added to the farm equipment, the
need for larger areas and larger units becomes apparent.

This

requires more capital for the most efficient operation in farming.
Table 7 shows the value of farm machinery and equipment.
TABLE 7

VALUE OF FARM MACHINERY AND EQUIPMENT
~

Item
All Equipment including cars
and trucks
Tractors
All Equipment including cars
and trucks

Total Value

Average Value

$288,563.40
72,114.27

$4,735.47
1,182.20

360,677.67

5,912.75

Inflated land values resulting from the World War had
the effect of greatly increasing capital requirements. 1 The
Veteran's Land Program and urban industrialists entered the land
1 Personal Interview with Clyde Reynolds, Tax Collector,
Bastrop County, Texas, January 5, 196o
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market and thereby had a great influence on the price of land.
Farm land in Bastrop County, Texas, doubled itself in price during the decade 1950-1960.
per acre.

In 1950, it was, on the average, $30

Now it averages $60 per acre.
The Size of the Farm Business

The decision of the farm operator as to the size of farm
he will attempt to operate may mean the difference between success or failure.

A mistake made as to the size of a farm is much

more important than a mistake made as to the correct combination
of the factors to be used in the production of crops or livestock
products.

In the case of the size of the farm the investment is

much larger than in the case of the production of a given crop or
livestock product; hence, the loss or gain is much more significant.

The two problems are dissimilar however.

One involves the

question of how much labor, land, capital and management shall be
used in producing each of a given number of crops or livestock
products for the purpose of obtaining the maximum net income. The
other involves the question of scale of operation, that is, the
total resources, land, labor, equipment, machinery, material requirements and management. 1
In dealing with the problem of size of farm, the question
to be solved is the scale of output of the farm that will provide
at any given time the least cost combination of all factors including management.

1 G. W. Forster, Op, cit., p. 28.
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Capital
A farmer can often use farm machinery more effectively
if he increases the size of his farm.

A small farm may require

almost the same outlay for machinery as a farm twice as large.
That is, as a rule, a doubling of the acreage in the farm does
not necessitate doubling of the number of such implements as
harrows, plows, mowers, and grain drills.

As the acreage is in-

creased, however, an additional outlay of machinery may be necessary.

It would be necessary only if the existing machinery,

used to its full capacity, cannot cover all the land.

It is

good economy to employ improved machinery and implements as the
size of the farm increases.
Economies are gained with the use of fencing materials.
As the size of fields increase, fencing cost per acre of land
tends to fall.

All circulating capital costs per unit varies

as the amount purchased increases.

Fuel, oil, feed and seed,

purchased in large quantities cost less per unit.
Buildings
Investment in farm buildings may not increase as rapidly
as the size of the farm increases.

For example, doubling the

size of the farm does not mean that the annual building cost
will be doubled.

The cost of constructing a building, material

and design remaining the same, does not increase at the same
rate as its capacity.

This means that, although the capacity

of one building may be twice as great as that of another building of the same design and grade of material, the cost will not
be twice as great.
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The 61 farmers interviewed in the study of Bastrop
County, Texas, had a total of 7,168 acres of land in use for
agricultural purposes.

The average size farm was 117.5 acres.

Table 8 shows the size of farms by number of acres.

The larg-

est number of farms fell in the above 50 acre class.
Management
On most farms the farmer is both laborer and manager.
When the farm is small, the labor function generally is as important as the management function .

As the size of the farm in-

creases, management tends to become more important than labor.
On a large farm there is always the possibility of reducing many
of the tasks to routine.

The manager, being relieved from physi-

cal effort, may give his attention to planning and solving the
more difficult problems connected with the business.
According to the foregone discussion, it was shown that
as the size of the farm increases, the net returns also increase.
The inference is that a given farmer will obtain larger net returns by simply increasing the size of his farm.

The true fact

is, the increase in net returns depends on whether the farmer has
the potential management capacity to operate the larger unit , or,
ff he does not possess it himself, whether he can obtain such
managerial services.
The size can also be measured by the amount of labor and
equipment it uses.

Table 9 shows the result of the study made

in Bastrop County, Texas, as to the number of people that were
available for work.

There were 18 farms with only one individ-

ual carrying out the daily operations.

These farms had modern
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machinery which made it possible for one individual to handle
all chores.

Twenty-nine farms had 2 workers operating the

farm; 8 farms had 3 workers; 4 farms had 5 workers; 2 farms had

6 workers; and

2

farms had 8 workers each on them. Twenty-seven

of the operators listed in Table 9 were part-time operators.
These part-time farmers generally concentrate their agricultural
interests on livestock for market, and their truck crops for
family consumption.
TABLE 9
NUMBER OF INDIVIDUALS ON EACH FARM AVAILABLE FOR WORK*
Number of Individuals
Per Farm

Number of Operating Units

Total Number of
Individuals

1
2

18
27

18

3
5

8

4

6

2

24
20
12

8

2

16

61

142

Total

~

*Hired and family labor are included.
With the increase of new machinery and technology it
will be imperative that the number of individuals that work on
the farms decrease.

At present, on a national level, a farmer

produces enough agricultural products for himself and 20 other
peop~e.

PART VII
MANAGEMENT PRACTICES
The central task of the farm manager is to make and carry
out farming decisions.

Farm management is a process involving

the following steps:
l. Observing and analyzing alternative courses of action.
2. Deciding which course of action to follow.

3. Taking the steps necessary to carry out the decision
once it has been made.

4. Bearing the responsibility for the outcome of the decision.1
If a farmer is wondering about changing from up-and-down
the-hill contour farming, his first step as a manager would be
to observe the results other farmers are getting from contouring.
He might read magazine articles and bulletins on the subject. In
addition, you would consider the lay of the land, the severity
of the soil losses on your own farm, and the amount of fence
that would have to be changed.

His observation and analysis of

the pros and cons of contouring would give him the basis for
choosing between contouring and farming up and down the hill.
This choice represents the second step in the man~gement process.
The farmers third step, if he decided to contour, would be to

York:

1 Raymond R. Beneke, Managing the Farm Business, (New
John Wiley and Sons, Inc., 1955), p. 1.
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take action.

He would have to see that contour lines were laid

out, fences changed, and crops actually planted and cultivated
on the contour.

As the final step in carrying his function as

a manager-, he would have to bear the responsibility for the outcome of the decision.

If he decided to contour and the results

were good, he would be rewarded by higher returns.

On the other

hand, if his decision to contour worked out badly, he would suffer the consequences.
Managing a farm is a continuous process of decision making.

The need for decisions arise out of changes, both on his

own farm and elsewhere, and the necessity of adjusting farming
operations to them.

The principal changes with which the farm

manager must deal are nuctuation in prices, weather variations
and disease, new farming methods, and changes in the people and
institutions with which farmers deal. 1
In appraising the management performance of a farmer,
one should consider not only what he has been able to accomplish.
It must also be taken into account the resources with which he
has had to work.

Often some of the best management performances

are achieved by farmers with limited resources even though their
farms do not look impressive.
Records and Accounts
An efficient farm manager always keeps records and ac-

counts of his operations.

He keeps accurate information regard-

ing the operation of his farm.
1

It is obvious that data on price,

Beneke, _O.._p-=-·~c=i..;:;,t., pp. 3-4.
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market demands, supplies available, price and production trends,
and similar information are needed as long as the farmer produces for the market.
ficient.

But data of this type alone are not suf-

If the farm is to be organized so as to obtain maxi-

mum net returns, the manager needs to know the results obtained
from specific operations and from specific enterprises. He will
need to know also the financial results of operations of the
farm as a whole.

In order to have this information he must keep

farm records and accounts.

Some distinction should be made be-

tween a record and an account.

A record, as the name implies,

is a statement containing data on a specific subject.
may be of various types.

Records

They may be financial, involving the

use of money as such, or they may be statistical in character.
An account, on the other hand, is a financial statement that is

an integral part of a system of accounts.

For example, a state-

ment containing information on cash receipts and cash expenditures, if it is not an integral part of a system of accounts,
may be correctly called a cash receipt and expenditure record.
But when such a statement is called an account, it is implied
that it is an integral part of a system of accounts. 1
Records and accounts are interrelated to the extent that
the data contained in a record may be transferred to a specific
account.

Thus, the data from a feed record may be transferred

to a feed account.

Indeed, it is seldom possible for a farmer

to keep a system of accounts without keeping a number of specific records.
1

Forster, Op, cit., pp. 321-322.

There are several kinds of farm records.

The number

and the form to be used will depend upon the type of farming
and the extent to which detailed information is required. Normally, farm records may be classified under the headings; feed,
property, labor, production, materials, field and miscellaneous.

The property record consists of a classified list of all

the farm property, such as real estate, machinery and equipment, livestock, and feeds.

Occasionally the farmer may need

to keep a record of such things as growing crops.

In some

cases, also, he keeps a record of the cash on hand which is used
strictly for farming operations, notes, and accounts receivable.
The labor record is designed to show how all the labor, whether
hired or family, is used on the farm.

It is also used to keep

a reco+d of the horse-power, tractor-power, and type of equipment used in performing the various farm operations.

The feed

record is to show the disposition of the feeds produced on the
farm and the feeds bought.

The production records are designed

to record the details of crop and livestock production.

When

both crops and livestock are important enterprises on the farm,
two records should be kept--one for crops and one for livestock.
Materials records are for seeds, fertilizer, and spray materials.
When these are used in large quantities, it is always desirable
for the farmer to have an accurate record as to how these have
been used, the amount purchased, and the amount on hand. Field
records are kept to show how the treatment of the soil and type
of rotation of crops directly affect yield.

Other records which,

under special circumstances, a farmer will need are incubator
records, breeding records and machinery records.
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The chief function of records is to provide accurate
information on the farm operations and to develop a more effective farm place organization.
Accounts may be conveniently recorded in certain books
known collectively as books of accounts.
journal, and ledger.

They are the daybook,

Each book has a specific fUnction.

the daybook, transactions are chronolo gically recorded.

In
The

journal, on the other hand, is used to designate the disposition of each transaction.
which items are posted.

That is,to show ledger accounts to
The ledger classifies transactions ac-

cording to specific accounts.

If all three books are used the

transactions are recorded, identified, and classified.

In this

manner the data are transformed from a non-usable to a highly
usable farm.
In the Bastrop County, Texas study, there were 24 operators who kept some type of record of their operations. Thirtyseven operators kept no records.

Some of the persons ex.pressed

the desire to keep records but had not gotten around to keeping
them.

They seemed to know of the importance of keeping records

and planned to keep them in the future.

There were others who

seemed not to understand the importance of record keeping and
contended that they can remember their total expenditures and
receipts.
It is suggested by the writer that agricultural leaders
expose and make known the importance of record keeping to farmers in their respective communities.

Bradford says: "The farm

record book is a production tool for farmers.
of logic and a deductive tool.

It is a system

When entries have been made of

the farm business in a record book, they will have (1) gained
further knowledge of the nature of expenses; (2) gained further
knowledge of the nature of receipts; (3) gained further knowledge of fixed capital investment, working capital, and operating capital, and thus of fixed overhead and variable operating
costs; (4) learned some of the mechanics of keeping and analyzing farm records; and (5) learned to summarize a farm financial
record. 111
Every well-managed farm should have a set of farm records and accounts.

These records and accounts are means of

testing the organization and operation of the farm.

They pro-

vide information that can be used in changing the organization;
they show the methods used in operating the farm; and since they
reveal the net income or net loss for the farm, they indicate
where strong and weak points are.
Marketing of Products
Besides having a good knowledge of production problems,
being a good businessman, having a knowledge of modern farm machinery, a working knowledge of agronomy and animal industry,
kind of seed, amount of fertilizer, types and classes of livestock, requirements of crop and livestock production, the farmer
must have a knowledge of the markets to which he intends to sell
his products and know how to market them effectively. Studying
the price cycles and observing trends are of utmost importance
1 Bradford, Op, cit., p. 58.
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in managing a farm.

The farm's total net returns are affected

by the manager or operator's decision as to the time of year to
market his products.
The study in Bastrop County indicates that farmers receive their marketing information generally from radio market
reports, bulletins and newspapers.
the market was

The average distance from

25 miles . All the products produced could be

sold within a radium of not more than 4o miles from the production points.

The study further indicates that almost all the

operators marketed their products individually.

One farmer that

was interviewed indicated that he was a member of the Southwestern Dairy Producers Association, and several were members of
the Southwestern Cattle Producers Association .

A small number

of farmers still sell their cattle to country buyers.

Almost

all of them market their cattle directly to the local markets.
Enterprise Selection
A number of methods have been devised that are intended
to help the farmer select those enterprises that are best suited
to his farm , and that will result in obtaining maximum farm income.

One of the popular and eas~ly understood ones is pre-

sented by Gee :
1. Select from each group of competing enterprises
that enterprise which seems to offer the greatest net
return for the farm as a whole.
2 . Utilize in connection with the main enterprises
selected such complementary enterprises as may be needed
to furnish outlets for crops, or to provide sources of
material or services needed by either livestock or crops.
3. Finally, combine with any labor or other resource
not being fully utilized by the competing and complementary ente r prises selected some supplementary enterprise

which will employ it and thereby add to the net income of the farm. 1
Figure 3, page 41, shows the distribution of methods of
selecting farm enterprises in Bastrop County.

The study of 61

farmers indicates that 18 per cent chose their enterprises on
the basis of net income; 13 per cent, by last years' income;
three per cent, by least cost advantage; 17 per cent, by price
outlook; and 49 per cent, community tradition.
Allocation of Resources
The main problem of combining enterprises is the allocation of resources to each enterprise in a way to maximize net
returns for the farm.

If the available resources are not allo-

cated properly, it may cause a gradual exhaustion.
Three rules that may be used as guides for the selection
and combining of enterprises have been presented by Forster:
1. When the farmers resources can be fully used in
the production of one enterprise, develop this enterprise until the marginal net returns for the last unit
is equal to zero.
2. When the farmer's resources must be used on two
or more supplementary enterprises, the resources should
be so distributed among these enterprises so that the
last unit of resource expended on each will yield the
same marginal net returns, irrespective of the enterprises on which the resources are used. In this case
it is assumed that the resources are fixed, and he,
therefore, has the problem of how to use his limited resources to the. best advantage--that is, to obtain the
maximum net returns.
3. When the farmer must choose between two or more
enterprises, one of which possesses complementary features, then the complementary enterprise shoud be developed until the marginal net returns of the last unit
of resources used on the complementary enterprise is
eq~al ;o the marginal net returns on supplementary enterprise.
1 Wilson Gee, Op, cit., p. 145.
2Forster, Op, cit., pp. 118-120.
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Use of Credit Facilities
A farmer needs credit in most instances, to carry out
his operations.

In order to help the farmer meet his credit

needs, the government has established certain agencies for his
use.

These agencies constitute the Farm Credit Administration

and other agencies.

There are three classes of farm credit.

When viewed from the standpoint of (1) the length of time which
the credit is extended, it is classified as (a) short-term or
shot"ttime credit, covering periods from 1 day to 1 year; (b)
intermediate credit, or that extending over periods from 1 to

3 years; and (c) long-term or long-time credit, ranging from 3
to 4o years or more.

(2) The second classi f ication is made ac-

cording to purpose for which it is secured.

In this category

it is designated as (a) land purchase credit, (b) development
and equipment credit, and (c) production and marketing credit,
depending on the purpose for which it is needed.

(3) A third

classification is with regard to the form of security offered
with the loan.

Under such classification, rural credit may be

designated as (a) farm mortgage credit and (b) personal and
collateral credit.

The following agencies are established to

grant credit to farmers: Farm Credit Administration, Production
Credit Corporation, Production Credit Association, Banks for
Cooperatives, Federal Land Bank, National Farm Loan Association,
Federal Intermediate Credit Banlc, and Farmers Home Administration.
These are the most important sources of credit for farmers.

There are other sources of credit for the farm operators

such as individuals, merchants, commercial banks, insurance companies, and savings and loans associations.

But more significant
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are the government agencies designed particularly to meet the
farmer's needs .
In the author's study of the use of credit facilities
by farmers in Bastrop County, Texas, very few used the federal
agencies .

Most farm operators used the local commercial banks .

Table 10 indicates that 76 per cent of the operators used commercial banks as a source of credit; 13 per cent used personal
capital .

They used their previous savings .

Eight per cent

borrowed capital from individuals; and three per cent borrowed
from government agencies .

Two individuals received Farm Home

Administration loans for permanent improvements .
TABLE 10

AGENCIES USED AS A SOURCE OF CREDIT FOR FARM
OPERATORS IN BASTROP COUNTY, TEXAS
Number of
0 e

Per cent of

Commercial banks
Individuals
Government Agencies
Personal Capital

46

76
8

8

3
13

Total

61

100

Items

5
2

The author's interviews with a number of the farm and
part- time operators present the fact that they were not aware
of the provisions and advantages of borrowing money from federal
agencies .

Others expressed that there was too much red-tape in

securing these loans .

A number of farmers had a long record of

borrowing money from local commercial banks, and had no incentive to change .

Some local banks have altered their policies

to establish arrangements to meet certain farm needs. This has
been attractive to farmers.
Selection of Livestock
A good farmer takes care in the selection of livestock.
The proper adjustment of livestock on the farm is a matter which
concerns the community as well as the individual farm of the
community.

An increasing number of farmers in Bastrop County

are producing higher quality products from their cattle enterprises.

One operator interviewed produced pure-bred cattle for

breeding purposes.

All the other operators interviewed were in

the process of up-grading their herds.

One farmer who had re-

cently embarked on a swine production operation produced meattype hogs.

Others used various breeds.

There seemed generally

to be a trend toward more cattle production.

Income from live-

stock seemed to have attracted more farmers and part-time farmers into business.

Cattle farming can easily be adopted to

part-time farming.

This is true because livestock do not gen-

erally require large amotmts of labor.
Table 11 shows that 20 operators interviewed selected
and produced their cattle on the basis of community tradition;

4o used the method of up-grading.
The study indicated that 49 operators used hybrid or
certified seeds for their crops; 12 operators were not selective
in using their seeds.
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TABLE 11
SELECTION OF LIVESTOCK AND MACHINERY,
BASTROP COUNTY, TEXAS
Machinery Selection

Livestock Selection
Method

Number

Pure-bred selection

1

Method

Number

Size of farm

21

Up-grade

4o

Topography

Tradition

20

Kind of crop grown

20

Labor supply

15

Total

2

Soil type

1

Comparing the cost of
labor and machinery

1

What neighbor has

1

61

61

Selection of Machinery
The factors normally governing the selection of implements and machinery are type of farming, topography, soil type,
size of farm, kind of labor available, extent of use in local
area, and personal factors.
Machines on the farm are labor-saving devices.

That is,

they are intended to replace man-labor or to increase the capacity of each unit of man labor.

From this point of view, the farm

operator has merely to figure what it costs to do a given operation when machinery is used and compare this cost with the cost
when man labor is used.

The study in Bastrop County, Texas, in-

dicated that 21 operators selected their machinery on the basis

45
of the size of the farm; 2 on the basis of topography of the
soil; 1 on the basis of what the neighbor has; 20 on the basis
of the kind of crop grown;

15 on the basis of the labor supply;

1 by comparing the costs of labor with that of machinery, and 1
on the basis of soil type.

A number of farmers operated trac-

tors on insufficient acreages.

There were several instances

where large double and triple row tractors were used on fifty
acres or less.

The best use of machinery can only be provided

when the acreage is large enough to keep it employed most of
the year.

Economies of scale are reaped when this is done.

Of the 61 farmers interviewed, 45 used commercial fertilizer, and 16 of the farmers did not.

The use of fertilizer

on crops in most areas of Bastrop County is the decisive factor
in determining whether a crop is profitable or not.

Most farm-

ers are aware that fertilizer is needed to make certain crop
enterprises worthwhile.

PART VIII
SUMMARY, CONCLUSION, AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Summary
There is a growing similarity between rural and urban
people in Bastrop County, Texas.

As the process of urbaniza-

tion of rural areas go still further, the differences are likely
to be even fewer.

Better highways and farm to market roads have

accelerated the transit between urban and rural areas.

A large

portion of farm people go to and from the towns and cities, some
across county lines, to seek employment.

With two sources of

income these part-time farmers are demanding the conveniences
previously afforded by urban people.
This study indicated that there was an average of
members in each family in Bastrop County, Texas.

5.2

The largest

number of families fell in the size two group.
The educational status of the operators showed that all
the operators in the 20 to 34 years of age group had completed

35 to 50 age group, ?0.5 per cent had
completed elementary school; and of those 50 years of age, 42

elementary school; in the

per cent completed elementary school.
The homesteads seemed to be standard.

The dwelling units

were substantially constructed and ample space was provided for
the members of the families.

There were no visible undesirable
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conditions observed.

Eighty-five per cent of the homes had ac-

cess to electricity; and used various electrical appliances.
The predominant influencing force behind this standard of living was two sources of income provided by part-time farming. Of
the 61 farmers interviewed, only 5 produced no food on their
farms for family consumption.
Sixteen full-time operators made less than $1,000, and
all of these operators were above 50 age group, and were not inclined to seek off-farm employment.

There were no part-time op-

erators in the less than $1,000 bracket.
The average tenure for all farmers and part-time farmers
in Bastrop County, Texas, was 31 years.

Absentee ownership has

increased from 5 per cent of total land ownership in 1950 to 10
per cent in 1960.

Part ownership constitutes 20 per cent and

tenant farmers 11 per cent.
The study of the 61 operators land usage indicated that
a total of 3,992 acres were used for permanent pasture for cattle, compared to 1,788 acres used for crops.

The predominant

reason for the switch to cattle farming was government control
on cash crops.

The average allotments of cotton and peanuts

have been too small to be profitable.
Land prices have doubled during the decade 1950-1960.
Veterans land program and urban industrialists entering the land
market have greatly influenced the prices.

The average size

farm for the 61 farmers interviewed was 117.5 acres, and the average number of people who worked on the farms was 2.6.
The study of the management practices indicated that 24
operators kept some type of records of their farm operations.
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Farmers generally received their marketing information from
radio market reports, bulletins and newspapers.
distance from the markets was

Their average

25 miles. Forty-nine per cent

of the operators chose their enterprises on the basis of community traditions.

Seventy-six per cent of the operators used

commercial banks as a source of credit.

Two used Farmers Home

Administration loans for permanent improvements.
pure-bred cattle breeder.

There was 1

Forty operators up-grade their beef

cattle herds, and 20 selected their cattle by community tradition.

Hybrid seed corn was used by 49 operators; forty-five

operators used commercial fertilizer.
By observation, it could be said that a large number of
the farms were too small to justify the use of a tractor and
other expensive machinery.
Conclusion
In view of the author's findings it is concluded that
the farmers and part-time farmers in Bastrop County, Texas, are
responding rapidly to a changing agriculture.

They are off

setting a lot of risk in an uncertain agriculture by the trend
of seeking other than farm income.
increase.

Part-time farming is on the

Due to the increasing high fixed costs of operating

a farm, only the most efficient operators will economically
survive.

Three movements exist in the county today.

They are:

(1) The small inefficient operators are moving to the urban
areas and are leasing or selling their farms; (2) small operators are being forced to seek employment elsewhere to supplement
their income; and (3) the number of part-time owners are increas~
ing in order that their operations may be profitable.
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To be helpful in guiding farmers toward efficient operations, the author makes the following recommendations:
1 . Seek all professional information available pertaining to modern agriculture.
2. Keep adequate records and accounts of all farm operations .

3. Observe seasonal and cyclic marketing trends and let
your marketing decisions be guided by them.

4. Use recommended practices in selecting livestock .

5.

Use recommended practices in selecting seeds, ma-

chinery, and fertilizer .

6. Participate in as many agricultural organizations as
possible in order to keep abreast with

improved methods and

gain leadership training .

7. Let all economic pursuits be guided by rational
rather than the immediate desire to make money.

8. Maintain debts at a minimum; keep as near solvent
as possible .

9. Where practical, select enterprises that will add to
the family income and have complimentary and supplementary effects .
10 . Practice soil conservation.
11 . Cooperate with the government in its agricultural
stabilization efforts .
12 . Follow recommended rules for borrowing and the use
of credit.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

BIBLIOGRAPHY
Books
App, Frank, and Waller, Allen G. Farm Economics, Management
and Distribution. Chicago: J.B. Lippincott Co.,

1938.

Beneke, Raymond R., and Wallace, James J. Managing the Tenant
Operated Farm. Ames, Iowa: The Iowa State College
Pre s s , 1 9 56.
Beneke, Raymond R. Managing the Farm Business.
John Wiley and Sons, 1955.

New York:

Boss, Andrew D., and Pond, George A. Modern Farm Management,
Principles and Practices, Saint Paul, Minnesota: The
Webb Publishing Company, 1947.
Bradford, Lawrence A., and Jo}lnson, Glen L. Farm Management
Analysis. New York: John Wiley and Sons, Inc., 1953.
Case, H. C. M., and Williams, D. B. Fifty Years of Farm Manage!!lfill!. Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1957.
Efferson, Norman J. Principles of Farm Management.
McGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc., 1953.

New York:

Forster, G. W., and Leager, Marc C. Elements of Agricultural
Economics. New York: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1950.
Gee, Wilson. The Social Economics of Agriculture.
The MacMillan Company, 1942.
Kohls, Richard L. Marketing Agricultural Products.
The MacMillan Company, 1955.

New York:
New York:

Mighell, Ronald L. American Agriculture, Its Structure and
Place in the Economy. New York: John Wiley and Sons,
Inc., 1955.
Renne, Roland R. Land Economics.
and Brothers, 1947.

New York:

London, Harper

Robertson, Lynn, and Woods, Ralph H. Farm Business Management.
Chicago: J.B. Lippincott Company, 1946.

50

Periodicals and Pamphlets
Texas Almanac , 1~58-5'9.
News, 19 9.

Dallas, Texas :

The Dallas Morning

Unpublished Material
Hill , Booker T. "An Economic Study of Sixty Negro Farmers in
Rusk County, Texas . " (Unpublished Master ' s thesis,
Prairie View A & M College, Prairie View, Texas, 1950).
Owens , Emiel W. "An Economical Study of 50 Negro Farmers in
Leon County, Texas . (Unpublished Master ' s thesis ,
Prairie View A & M College, Prairie View, Texas, 1948) .
Sadberry, Jewel C. "An Economic Study of Fifty Negro Farmers
in Waller County, 'Fexas. 11 (Unpublished Master's thesis,
Prairie View A & M College, Prairie View, Texas, 1949) .

APPENDIX

•

Figure 4.

Map of Bastrop County

Bastrop

•

•

*

.::

JI

N

Areas surveyed

w

E

52

s

FARM SURVEY FORM
Questionnaire
The Family:
Age

1. Name
2. Total number in family: Men

Girls

, Boys

, Boys

, Girls

'

•

, Women
3. Ages of: Men
4. Total number who work on farm

5.

, Women

•

•

Circle the grade you (the farmer) completed in school.
1

2

3 4

5 6

7

8 9 10

11

12.

Others

6. What type of modern conveniences do you possess in your home?
Electricity ___ , television _ _ _ , telephone
running water

___ ,

, indoor toilet _ _ _ , Others

----·

7. Approximately how much of your family food consumption is
produced on your farm?

-------·

The Farm:
1. What is your farming status?

Owner ___ , renter _ _ _ ,

buying ___ , part-owner_ _ _ , Manager _ _ _ , sharecropper

---·
2. Type of farm:

General ___ ,specialized ___ , contract

_ _ _ , part-time _ _ _ •

3. Size of farm area in acres:

Acres in cultivation _ _ _ ,

acres in pasture _ _ _ , acres in woodland _ _ _ , acres in
cash crops _ _ _ , income from cash crops

4. What kind of supply crops do you produce?

53

-----·
---------·

5.
6.

How many years have you farmed? ____ • On this farm? ___ •
Do you use horses? ____ • Tractors ____ , or do you use
both?

----·

7. What portion of the year is your tractor and/or horses employed? _________ •

8. What is the approximate value of your equipment? ______ •
Management Practices:
1. Do you keep records and accounts?

•

2. How do you select your farm enterprises?

bor grows
age

, price outlook

By what your neigh, least cost advant-

•

3. How do you select your farming system? On the basis of last
year's returns _ _ _ _ , net income from entire farm _ _ _ ,
on the basis of what a neighbor has operated successf'ully
_____ , by substituting one crop system for another
price outlook

.

, direct comparison

4. Do you use other than family labor? Yes
regular

5.

, seasonably

_,

vegetables

, no

'

, occasionally

What crops do you hire labor for?
fruit

---•

Cotton

, peanuts

•

, corn
, melons

general _ _ _ •

'
'

6. Do you exchange labor with your neighbor? Yes_, No _ _ •

7. On what basis do you select your farm machinery? Number of
acres _ _ _ , by what your neighbor has ___ , by kind of
crop grown ___ , by topography of land ___ , comparing costs
of different machines ___ , labor supply ___ •
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8. Where do you get marketing information?

County agent ___ ,

bulletins ____ , radio _ _ _ _ , others ____ •

9. How far are you from your markets? Miles (circle one).
2

1

4

3

5 10

20

25

30

50.

.

Other

10. Do you market anything cooperatively?

Yes _ _ , No

•

11. What credit facilities do you use for your farming opera-

Government

tions?

----·

'

, individuals

commercial

12. Do you use recommended fertilizer with your crops?

No

Yes

--- •

13. Do you use hybrid or certified seeds for your crops? Yes_

No

•

14. Do you select your livestock on the basis of: Recommended
practices_, by what your neighbor selects ___ , tradition _ _ _ , price outlook ___ •
15. When do you make plans for next year's operations? Spring_,

summer ___ , fall _ _ _ , winter _ _ _ •
16. What kind of livestock do you produce?

----------·

Number of each ______ , income from each kind _ _ _ _ •
17. How many acres of land do you have in supply crops? ____ •
General Information:
1. In which income bracket do you fall?

___.,
___ .,

Less than $1000

$1000-$2000 _ _ ; $2000-$3000 _ ; $3000-$4ooo
$4ooo-$50oo _ ; more than $5000 _ _ _ •

2. If you are a part-time farmer in what industry or profession
are you employed?
• Do you plan to maintain
this status indefinitely? Yes
, No
•

3. How many years of vocational agriculture have you had?_.
Comments:

